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other estate which they had in any other place or
town."

" Sir Anthony Earby complained also that, he having
divers tenements there which paid rent unto him,
they there did charge his tenants by their assessments,
and did charge himself also. Upon this, Mr. Leving,
being of counsel for the town of Boston, did inform
the judges that they did tax Sir Anthony Earby for
his estate, he having the rents; and that such an
assessment was made in the county of Leicester upon
the lessor, and that by the order and direction of the
mdges of assize upon a complaint made unto them, and
that they were not to tax the tenants who paid the rents.

"Hutton and Croke, justices, made answer, that
they did not remember any such case; but they said
that by the words and meaning of the statute of 43
Eliz., c. 2, they are to assess the occupiers of the
land, and not the lessor who received the rents, the
occupiers of the land being by law only to pay the
assessment, unless it be specially provided for as to
this payment between him and his lessor."

This they also declared to have been " thus resolved
by all the judges of England."1

Mr. Leving seems scarcely to have made the best of
his case. He ought to have relied on the word " in-
habitant" in the statute rather than on a doubtful
Leicestershire precedent. Contrary as it appears to
the plain intention of the Parliament of 1601, the
decision of the judges met with general acceptance,
and was never disturbed either by subsequent judicial
deliverances or by legislation. This was probably duo
in large measure to the natural confusion of mind

1 Bulatrode, Reports, Ft. ii. p. 354,